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DETAILED ACTION 


Response to Arguments 


1. 


Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 32 have been considered but are moot in 


view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 


2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 - 4, 15, 31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Helstab et al. (Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,031) in view of Nojima et al (Nojima, US 
Patent No. 6,336,038). 

Regarding claim 1 , Helstab teaches of a docking station for a wireless communication 
device (Figure lb), the docking station comprising: a support structure a cradle situated in the 
support structure to receive the wireless communication device (Figure lb and column 3, lines 3 
-5 and column 4, lines 2 -7); a display situated in the support structure (Figure lb and column 3, 
line 3 -5); and an energy source internal to the docking station which supplies energy to the 
wireless communication device when the wireless communication device is received in the 
cradle (Figure lb and column 4, lines 28 -32 and Figure 2a and column 4, lines 48 -52). 

Helstab does not specifically teach of [a display situated in the support structure] to 
display information received by the docking station from the wireless communications device 
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(note the brackets are provided for clarity in language and that it is believed that these limitations 
have been addressed in the above). 

In a related art dealing with a cellular information terminal, Nojima teaches of [a display 
situated in the support structure] to display information received by the docking station from the 
wireless communications device (starting column 3, line 64 and ending column 4, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab's docking station, Nojima's data displaying capabilities, for the purposes 
of displaying user specific data and information (such as email), as taught by Nojima. 

Regarding claim 2, Helstab teaches of a docking station for a wireless communication 
device (Figure lb), the docking station comprising: a docking housing (Figure lb and column 3, 
lines 3 -5 and column 4, lines 2 -7); a display device, situated in the docking housing (Figure lb 
and column 3, line 3 -5); a cradle disposed on the docking housing, that receives the wireless 
communication device (Figure lb and column 4, lines 2 -7); a connector, situated in the cradle, 
that electrically couples the docking station to the wireless communication device (Figure 2a and 
column 4, lines 48 -51); an internal voltage source situated in the docking housing (Figure 2a 
and column 4, lines 28 -32); a charging circuit, situated in the docking housing, for charging a 
voltage source (Figure 2b and column 4, lines 28 -32); and a switch for selectively coupling the 
charging circuit to the internal voltage source (Figure 2b and column 4, lines 48 -57 and column 
4, lines 65 -67). 

Helstab does not specifically teach of [a display device, situated in the docking housing,] 
that displays information received from the wireless communication device (note the brackets are 
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provided for clarity in language and that it is believed that these limitations have been addressed 
in the above). 

In a related art dealing with a cellular information terminal, Nojima teaches of [a display 
device, situated in the docking housing,] that displays information received from the wireless 
communication device (starting column 3, line 64 and ending column 4, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab's docking station, Nojima's data displaying capabilities, for the purposes 
of displaying user specific data and information (such as email), as taught by Nojima. 

Regarding claim 3, Helstab and Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as recited in 
claim 2. Helstab further teaches of wherein the connector comprises a first terminal coupled to 
the internal voltage source (Figure 2a and column 4, lines 48 -54). 

Regarding claim 4, Helstab and Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as recited in 
claim 3. Helstab further teaches of wherein the connector comprises a second terminal 
selectively coupled to the charging circuit through the switch (column 4, lines 48 - 53 and 
column 4, lines 65 - 67). 

Regarding claim 15, Helstab and Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as recited in 
claim 2. Helstab further teaches of further comprising means for determining whether a wireless 
communications device is docked at the station and for providing status information as a result of 
the determination (column 4, lines 21 -27). 

Regarding claim 3 1 , Helstab teaches of a method for using a wireless communication 
device (Figure 2a), the method comprising: mounting the wireless communications device on a 
docking station that comprises: (g) a cradle for the wireless communications device (column 
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4,lines 2 -9), (h) a display device (column 3, lines 3 -5), (i) a connector for effecting an 
electrical interface to the wireless communication device (Figure 2a and column 4,lines 47 -54), 
(j) a station power source (Figure 2a and column 4, lines 28 -32), (k) a charging circuit (column 
4, lines 28 -62 and column 5, lines 26 -35), and (1) a switch operable in response to information 
indicating whether or not a wireless communications device is docked at the docking station 
(column 4, lines 65 - 67); causing the station power source to be coupled to the wireless 
communications device (column 2, lines 13 -15); and causing, in response to information that the 
wireless communication device is docked a the station, the charging circuit to charge the wireless 
communications device (column 4,lines 47 - 54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67). 

Helstab does not specifically teach of [a display device, situated in the docking housing,] 
that displays information received from the wireless communication device (note the brackets are 
provided for clarity in language and that it is believed that these limitations have been addressed 
in the above). 

In a related art dealing with a cellular information terminal, Nojima teaches of [a display 
device, situated in the docking housing,] that displays information received from the wireless 
communication device (starting column 3, line 64 and ending column 4, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab's docking station, Nojima's data displaying capabilities, for the purposes 
of displaying user specific data and information (such as email), as taught by Nojima. 

Regarding claim 32, Helstab in view of Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as 
recited in claim 3 1 . Helstab further teaches of further comprising: using the docking station in a 
portable mode; and continuing to cause the station power source to be coupled to the wireless 
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communication device and to cause the charging circuit to charge the wireless communication 
device (column 4,lines 47 - 54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67 and column 4, lines 27 -32). 

4. Claim 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab et 
al (Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,03 1) and Nojima et al (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) as 
applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of Uchiyama (Uchiyama, US Patent Application 
No. 2002/0072390). 

Regarding claim 5, Helstab and Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as recited in 
claim 4. Helstab and Nojima do not specifically teach of wherein the connector comprises a 
third terminal coupled to GND. 

In a related art dealing with docking stations, Uchiyama teaches of wherein the connector 
comprises a third terminal coupled to GND (paragraph 0038). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab and Nojima 5 s charging system, Uchiyama' s circuit topology, for the 
purposes of current flow (and therefore charging), as taught by Uchiyama. 

Regarding claim 6, Helstab in view of Nojima and Uchiyama, teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 5. Uchiyama further teaches of wherein the first terminal is for 
selective coupling to a B+ bus in the wireless communication device and the second terminal is 
for coupling to a wireless communication device voltage source (paragraph 0038). 

5. Claims 7, 8, 10, 11, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Helstab et al. (Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,031) as applied to claims 4 and 15 above, and 
further in view of Obata et al. (Obata, US Patent No. 5,960,208). 
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Regarding claim 7, Helstab and Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as recited in 
claim 4. Helstab and Nojima do not specifically teach of wherein the switch has a pole coupled 
to the charging circuit and has a first terminal selectively coupled to the first terminal of the 
connector (though it should be noted that in presence detected, as per column 4, lines 65 -67 and 
column 6, line 48 -53). 

In a related art dealing with a portable terminal and cradle, Obata teaches of wherein the 
switch has a pole coupled to the charging circuit and has a first terminal selectively coupled to 
the first terminal of the connector (Figure 8 and column 10, lines 30 -38, column 18, lines 1 - 
19). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention, to have 
included into Helstab and Nojima' s charging system, Obata' s circuit topology, for the purposes 
of selectively charging the mobile's battery upon need (as when the battery falls below a 
specified level), as taught Obata. 

Regarding claim 8, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata, teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 7. Helstab and Obata further teach of wherein the switch has a 
second terminal selectively coupled to the second terminal of the connector (Helstab: column 4, 
lines 48 - 53 and column 4, lines 65 - 67 and Obata: Figure 8 and column 10, lines 30 -38, 
column 18, lines 1 -19). 

Regarding claim 10, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata, teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 8. Obata further teaches of wherein when a wireless 
communication device is positioned in the docking station, the switch operates to couple the 
charging circuit to the second terminal of the connector so as to enable the charging circuit to 
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charge the wireless communication device voltage source (Figure 8 and column 10, lines 30 -38, 
column 18, lines 1 -19). 

Regarding claim 1 1, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 8. Helstab and Obata further teach of wherein the switch operates 
to couple the charging circuit to the docking station internal voltage source (Helstab: column 4, 
lines 28 -32 and Obata: column 17, lines 41 -53). 

Helstab and Obata do not specifically teach of when a wireless communication device is 
not positioned in the docking station. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab and Obata' s charging system, Obata' s means for charging the back-up 
battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or fully charged), for the purposes of charging the 
back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery when its power was not 
sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 

Regarding claim 16, Helstab and Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as recited in 
claim 15. Helstab further teaches of wherein the switch is operable in a response to status 
information to selectively couple the charging circuit to a power source of the wireless 
communications device when a wireless communications device is docked (column 4, lines 48 - 
54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67). 

Helstab does not specifically teach of to selectively couple the charging circuit to the 
station power source when a wireless communications device is not docked (though mention of a 
battery operated base is made in column 4, lines 30-32). 
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In a related art dealing with a portable terminal and cradle, Obata teaches of wherein the 
switch operates to couple the charging circuit to the docking station internal voltage source 
(Obata: column 17, lines 41 -53) but not specifically of when a wireless communication device 
is not positioned in the docking station. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab and Nojima' s charging system, Obata' s means for charging the back-up 
battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or not fully charged), for the purposes of 
charging the back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery when its power 
was not sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 

6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab et al. 
(Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,031) and Nojima et al (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) and 
Obata et al. (Obata, US Patent No. 5,960,208) as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of 
Uchiyama (Uchiyama, US Patent Application No. 2002/0072390). 

Regarding claim 9, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata teach all the claimed limitations 
as recited in claim 7. Obata further teaches of wherein the first terminal is for selective coupling 
to a B+ in the wireless communication device and the second terminal is for coupling to a 
wireless communication device voltage source (column 10, lines 30 -38, column 18, lines 1 - 
19). 

Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata does not specifically teach of a bus. 

In a related art dealing with docking stations, Uchiyama teaches of a bus (paragraph 

0038). 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, Nojima and Obata's charging system, Uchiyama's circuit topology, for the 
purposes of charging, as taught by Uchiyama. 

7. Claim 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab 
et al. (Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,03 1) and Nojima et al. (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) 
as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Freadman (Freadman, US Patent No. 
6,546,262). 

Regarding claim 12, Helstab and Nojima teach all the claimed limitations as recited in 
claim 2. Helstab and Nojima do not specifically teach of further comprising a video interface 
coupled to the display device and operable to transform a video signal generated by the wireless 
communication device into a video signal that is compatible with the display device. 

In a related art dealing with handsets and cradle devices, Freadman teaches of further 
comprising a video interface coupled to the display device and operable to transform a video 
signal generated by the wireless communication device into a video signal that is compatible 
with the display device (column 3, lines 54 -63). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab and Nojima' s docking station, Freadman' s video output, for the purposes 
of displaying characters and images from a smaller screen to a larger one, as taught by 
Freadman. 

Regarding claim 13, Helstab in view of Nojima and Freadman teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 12. Both Helstab and Freadman teach of wherein when a wireless 
communication device is positioned in the docking station, the switch is operable to couple the 
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charging circuit to the wireless communication device voltage source so as to enable the 
charging circuit to charge the wireless communication device voltage source (Helstab: column 4, 
lines 48 -54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67 and Freadman: column 4, lines 5 -8). 
8. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab et al. 
(Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,03 1) and Nojima et al (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) and 
Freadman (Freadman, US Patent No. 6,546,262) as applied to claim 13 above, and further in 
view of Obata et al. (Obata, US Patent No. 5,960,208). 

Regarding claim 14, Helstab in view of Nojima and Freadman teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 13. Helstab and Freadman further teach of wherein the switch 
operates to couple the charging circuit to the docking station internal voltage source (Helstab: 
column 4, lines 28 -32 and Freadman: column 4, lines 5 -8). 

Helstab and Nojima and Freadman do not specifically teach of when a wireless 
communication device is not positioned in the docking station. 

In a related art dealing with a portable terminal and cradle, Obata teaches of wherein the 
switch operates to couple the charging circuit to the docking station internal voltage source 
(Obata: column 17, lines 41 -53) but not specifically of when a wireless communication device 
is not positioned in the docking station. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, Nojima, Freadman, and Obata' s charging system, Obata' s means for 
charging the back-up battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or fully charged), for the 
purposes of charging the back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery 
when its power was not sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 
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9. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab et al. 
(Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,03 1) and Nojima et al. (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) and 
Obata et al. (Obata, US Patent No. 5,960,208) as applied to claim 16 above, and further in view 
of Freadman (Freadman, US Patent No. 6,546,262). 

Regarding claim 17, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata, teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 16. Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata, do not specifically 
teach of further comprising a video interface coupled to the display device and operable to 
transform a video signal generated by the wireless communication device into a video signal that 
is compatible with the display device. 

In a related art dealing with handsets and cradle devices, Freadman teaches of further 
comprising a video interface coupled to the display device and operable to transform a video 
signal generated by the wireless communication device into a video signal that is compatible 
with the display device (column 3, lines 54 -63). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, Nojima, and Obata's docking station, Freadman' s video output, for the 
purposes of displaying characters and images from a smaller screen to a larger one, as taught by 
Freadman. 

10. Claims 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab et 
al (Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,03 1) in view of Nojima et al. (Nojima, US Patent No. 
6,336,038) and Obata et al. (Obata, US Patent No. 5,960,208). 

Regarding claim 18, Helstab teaches of a docking station for a wireless communications 
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device (Figure 2a) comprising: a display device that displays information (Figure lb and column 
3, line 3 -5); and an apparatus that selectively supplies power to the communications device 
(Figure 2a), the apparatus including: a connector for electrically coupling the docking station to 
the communications device the connector having at least first and second terminals (Figure 2a; 
column 4, lines 48 -54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67); the switch operable in response to status 
information indicating whether a communications device is docked at the docking station (Figure 
2a; column 4, lines 48 -54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67 and column 4, lines 21 -27); a charging 
circuit (column 4, lines 28 ^32); a station power source (Figure 2a, column 4, lines 28 -32); and 
a detector that determines whether a communications device is docked at the station and provides 
status information as a result of the determination (column 4, lines 19 -27). 

Helstab does not specifically teach of [a display device that displays information] 
received from the communications device; a switch having a pole a first terminal, and a second 
terminal, [the switch operable in response to status information indicating whether a 
communications device is docked at the docking station]; [a charging circuit] coupled to the pole 
of the switch; [a station power source] coupled to the first terminal of the switch (note the 
brackets are provided for clarity in language and that it is believed that these limitations have 
been addressed in the above). 

In a related art dealing with a cellular information terminal, Nojima teaches of [a display 
device that displays information] received from the communications device (starting column 3, 
line 64 and ending column 4, line 4). 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab' s docking station, Nojima's data displaying capabilities, for the purposes 
of displaying user specific data and information (such as email), as taught by Nojima. 

Helstab in view of Nojima do not specifically teach of a switch having a pole a first 
terminal, and a second terminal, [the switch operable in response to status information indicating 
whether a communications device is docked at the docking station]; [a charging circuit] coupled 
to the pole of the switch; [a station power source] coupled to the first terminal of the switch (note 
the brackets are provided for clarity in language and that it is believed that these limitations have 
been addressed in the above; further it should be noted a charging system is noted in column 4, 
lines 28 -32). 

In a related art dealing with a portable terminal and cradle, Obata teaches of a first 
terminal a switch having a pole a first terminal (Figure 8 and column 10, lines 30 -38, column 
18, lines 1 -19), and a second terminal (Figure 8 and column 10, lines 30 -38, column 18, lines 1 
-19 and column 18,lines 30 -42), [the switch operable in response to status information 
indicating whether a communications device is docked at the docking station] (Figure 8 and 
column 10, lines 30 -38, column 18, lines 1 -19); [a charging circuit] coupled to the pole of the 
switch; [a station power source] coupled to the first terminal of the switch (Figure 8 and column 
10, lines 30 -38, column 18, lines 1 -19). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention, to have 
included into Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata' s charging system, Obata 5 s circuit topology, 
for the purposes of selectively charging the mobile's battery upon need (as when the battery falls 
below a specified level), as taught Obata. 
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Regarding claim 19, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 18. Both Helstab and Obata further teach of wherein the first 
terminal of the switch is electrically coupled to the first terminal of the connector and the second 
terminal of the switch is electrically connected to the second terminal of the connector Helstab: 
column 4, lines 47 -54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67 and Obata: column 18, lines 1-19 and 
column 18, lines 30 - 42). 

Regarding claim 20, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 19. Helstab further teach of wherein the switch operates to 
connect the pole terminal to the first terminal in response to status information indicating that a 
communications device is not docked at the docking station (column 4, lines 21 -27 and column 
2, lines 13-15) 

Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata do not specifically teach of whereby the charging 
circuit then charges the station power source (though both have internal power supplies; Helstab: 
column 4, lines 28 -32 and Obata: column 17, lines 47 -48). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab and Obata 5 s charging system, Obata' s means for charging the back-up 
battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or fully charged), for the purposes of charging the 
back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery when its power was not 
sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 

Regarding claim 21, Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata teach all claimed limitations as 
recited in claim 19. Both Helstab and Obata teach of wherein the second terminal of the 
connector is configured to be coupled to the wireless communications device power source when 
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the device is docked (Helstab: column 4, lines 48 -54 and column 4, line 65 -67 and Obata: 
column 18, lines 1-18) and wherein the switch operates to connect the pole terminal to the 
second terminal of the switch in response to status information indicating that a wireless 
communications device is docked at the docking station (Helstab: column 4, lines 48 -54 and 
column 4, line 65 -67 and Obata: column 18,lines 1-18). 

Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata do not specifically teach of whereby the charging 
circuit then charges the wireless communications device power source (though both have internal 
power supplies; Helstab: column 4, lines 28 -32 and Obata: column 17, lines 47 -48). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab in view of Nojima and Obata's charging system, Obata's means for 
charging the back-up battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or fully charged), for the 
purposes of charging the back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery 
when its power was not sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 
1 1 . Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab et al. 
(Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,031) in view of Nojima et al. (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) 
and Freadman (Freadman, US Patent No. 6,546,262). 

Regarding claim 22, Helstab teaches of a method of enhancing the capabilities of a 
wireless communications device for information handling (Figure 2a), the method comprising 
the steps: mounting the wireless communications device on a docking station (Figure 2a) that 
comprises: (a) a cradle for the wireless communications device (Figure 2a and column 4,lines 2 - 
7), (b) a display device (column 3, lines 3 -5), (c) a connector for effecting an electrical interface 
to the wireless communication device (Figure 2a and column4, lines 48 -54), (d) a station power 
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source (Figure 2a and column 4, lines 28 -32), (e) a charging circuit (Figure 2a and column 4, 
lines 28 -32 and column 5, lines 29 -31), and (f) a switch operable in response to information 
indicating whether or not a wireless communications device is docked at the docking station 
(column 4, lines 48 -54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67); causing the station power source to be 
coupled to the wireless communications device (column 4, lines 48 -54 and column 4, lines 65 - 
67); and causing, in response to information that the wireless communication device is docked at 
the station, the charging circuit to charge the wireless communications device (column 4, lines 
48 -54 and column 4, lines 65 - 67 and column 4, lines 21 -32). 

Helstab does not specifically teach of coupling a video output from the wireless 
communications device to the display device or [a display device that displays information] 
received from the wireless communications device (note the brackets are provided for clarity in 
language and that it is believed that these limitations have been addressed in the above). 

In a related art dealing with a cellular information terminal, Nojima teaches of [a display 
device that displays information] received from the wireless communications device (starting 
column 3, line 64 and ending column 4, line 4) and further of information handling (starting 
column 3, line 64 and ending column 4, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab's docking station, Nojima's data displaying capabilities, for the purposes 
of displaying user specific data and information (such as email), as taught by Nojima. 

Helstab and Nojima do not specifically teach of coupling a video output from the wireless 
communications device to the display device. 
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In a related art dealing with handsets and cradle devices, Freadman teaches of coupling a 
video output from the wireless communications device to the display device (column 3, lines 54 
-63). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab and Nojima' s docking station, Freadman' s video output, for the purposes 
of displaying characters and images from a smaller screen to a larger one, as taught by 
Freadman. 

12. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab et al. 
(Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,03 1) and Nojima et al. (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) and 
Freadman (Freadman, US Patent No. 6,546,262) as applied to claim 22 above, and further in 
view of Obata et al (Obata, US Patent No. 5,960,208). 

Regarding claim 23, Helstab in view of Nojima and Freadman teach all the claimed 
limitations as recited in claim 22. Both Helstab and Freadman further teach of wherein, in 
response to information indicating that a wireless communications device is docked at the 
docking station, the switch couples the charging circuit to a voltage source included with the 
wireless communications device (column 4, lines 28 -32, column 4, lines 47 -54 and column 
4, lines 65 - 67 and Freadman: column 4, lines 5 -8), 

Helstab and Nojima and Freadman do not specifically teach of in response to information 
indicating that a wireless communications device is not docked at the station, the switch couples 
the charging circuit to the station power source. 

In a related art dealing with a portable terminal and cradle, Obata teaches of in response 
to information indicating that a wireless communications device is docked at the docking station, 
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the switch couples the charging circuit to a voltage source included with the wireless 
communications device (Obata: column 17, lines 41 -53) but not specifically in response to 
information indicating that a wireless communications device is not docked at the station, the 
switch couples the charging circuit to the station power source. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, Nojima, and Freadman' s charging system, Obata' s means for charging the 
back-up battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or fully charged), for the purposes of 
charging the back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery when its power 
was not sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 

13. Claims 24, 25, and 28 -30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Helstab et al. (Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,031) and Nojima et al (Nojima, US Patent No. 
6,336,038) and Freadman (Freadman, US Patent No. 6,546,262) and further in view of Obata et 
al. (Obata, US Patent No. 5,960,208). 

Regarding claim 24, Helstab teaches of an assembly for docking a wireless 
communication device (WCD) so as to enhance the capabilities of the device (Figure 2a), the 
assembly comprising: a housing having a receptacle for the WCD (Figure 2a and column 4, lines 
47 - 51); a display device (column 3, lines 3 - 5); an internal chargeable power source (column 
4, lines 28 - 32); a charging circuit (column 4, lines 28 - 32); a switching circuit, responsive to a 
predetermined status of the assembly (column 4, lines 65 - 67); detachable means for coupling 
the charging circuit to a source of electrical power (Figure 2a and column 4, lines 28 - 32); a 
connector for electrically coupling the docking station to the WCD (Figure 2a and column 4, 
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lines 48 - 54); and a support for the housing (Figure 2a and column 1, lines 65 - 67 and column 
5, lines 53 - 55). 

Helstab does not specifically teach of that selectively couples the charging circuit to the 
internal chargeable power source; a video interface circuit for coupling the video output of the 
WCD to the display device or [a display device that displays information] received from the 
wireless communications device (note the brackets are provided for clarity in language and that it 
is believed that these limitations have been addressed in the above). 

In a related art dealing with a cellular information terminal, Nojima teaches of [a display 
device that displays information] received from the wireless communications device (starting 
column 3, line 64 and ending column 4, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab' s docking station, Nojima' s data displaying capabilities, for the purposes 
of displaying user specific data and information (such as email), as taught by Nojima. 

Helstab and Nojima do not specifically teach of that selectively couples the charging 
circuit to the internal chargeable power source; a video interface circuit for coupling the video 
output of the WCD to the display device. 

In a related art dealing with handsets and cradle devices, Freadman teaches of a video 
interface circuit for coupling the video output of the WCD to the display device (column 3, lines 
54 -63). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab and Nojima 3 s docking station, Freadman 5 s video output, for the purposes 
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of displaying characters and images from a smaller screen to a larger one, as taught by 
Freadman. 

Helstab in view of Freadman do not specifically teach of that selectively couples the 
charging circuit to the internal chargeable power source. 

In a related art dealing with a portable terminal and cradle, Obata teaches of that 
selectively couples the charging circuit to the internal chargeable power source (Obata: column 
17, lines 41 -53 and column 18, lines 30 -42). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, Nojima and Freadman's charging system, Obata's means for charging the 
back-up battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or fully charged), for the purposes of 
charging the back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery when its power 
was not sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 

Regarding claim 25, Helstab in view of Nojima, Freadman and Obata, teach all the 
claimed limitations as recited in claim 24. Helstab and Freadman further teach of wherein the 
display device is mounted on a planar surface of the housing (Helstab: column 5, lines 44 - 49 
and Freadman: column 3, lines 56 -63). 

Regarding claim 28, Helstab in view of Nojima, Freadman and Obata, teach all the 
claimed limitations as recited in claim 25. Helstab further teaches of wherein the detachable 
circuit includes a line cord and a plug for insertion into an AC outlet (column 4, lines 28 -32; 
Figure 2a; column 5, lines 26 -35). 

Regarding claim 29 Helstab in view of Nojima, Freadman and Obata, teach all the 
claimed limitations as recited in claim 24. Helstab and Obata do not specifically teach of wherein 
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the switching circuit is operable in a response to status information to selectively couple the 
charging circuit to the station power source when a WCD is not docked and to selectively couple 
the charging circuit to a power source of the WCD when a WCD is docked (though mention of a 
battery operated base is made in column 4, lines 30 -32 in Helstab and column 17, lines 47 - 48 
and column 18, lines 30 -43). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, Nojima, Freadman, and Obata's charging system, Obata's means for 
charging the back-up battery (as when the mobile is not in the cradle or not fully charged), for 
the purposes of charging the back-up battery, such that the mobile could use the back-up battery 
when its power was not sufficient to permit transmission, as taught by Obata. 

Regarding claim 30, Helstab in view of Nojima, Freadman and Obata, teach all the 
claimed limitations as recited in claim 29. Both Helstab and Obata further teach of further 
comprising a connector for effecting an electrical connection between the assembly and the 
WCD, the connector comprising a first contact coupled to the internal chargeable power source 
and a second contact coupled to the switch means (Helstab: column 4, lines 47 -54 and column 
4,lines 65 - 67 and Obata: column 18, lines 1-19 and column 18, lines 30 - 42). 
14. Claims 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Helstab 
et al. (Helstab, US Patent No. 6,073,03 1) and Nojima et al. (Nojima, US Patent No. 6,336,038) 
and Freadman (Freadman, US Patent No. 6,546,262) and further in view of Obata et al. (Obata, 
US Patent No. 5,960,208) as applied to claim 25 above Kobayashi (Kobayashi, UP Patent No. 
4,776,553). 

Regarding claim 26, Helstab, in view of Nojima and Freadman and Obata, teach all the 
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claimed limitations as recited in claim 25. Helstab, in view of Nojima and Freadman and Obata, 
do not specifically teach of wherein the support for the housing is a stand having a base portion 
and an oblique back portion. 

In a related art dealing with cradle mounts, Kobayashi teaches of wherein the support for 
the housing is a stand having a base portion and an oblique back portion (Figures 1-10 and 
column 1, lines 40 -50). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, in view of Nojima and Freadman and Obata's cradle, Kobayashi 5 s 
mounting system, for the purposes positioning a cradle at a specific angle and orientation, as 
specified by the user, as taught by Kobayashi. 

Regarding claim 27, Helstab, in view of Nojima and Freadman and Obata, teach all the 
Claimed limitations as recited in claim 26. Helstab, in view of Nojima and Freadman and Obata, 
do not specifically teach of wherein the support is rotatably attached to the housing. 

In a related art dealing with cradle mounts, Kobayashi teaches of wherein the support is 
rotatably attached to the housing (Figures 1-10 and column 1, lines 40 -50). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to have 
included into Helstab, in view of Nojima and Freadman and Obata's cradle, Kobayashi' s 
mounting system, for the purposes positioning a cradle at a specific angle and orientation, as 
specified by the user, as taught by Kobayashi. 
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Conclusion 

1 5. Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanmay S Lele whose telephone number is (703) 305-3462. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9 - 6:30 PM Monday - Thursdays and on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay A. Maung can be reached on (703) 308-7745. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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